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economic interests and are unwilling 
to stand on the side of patients. 

They say the Senate passed a Pa-
tients’ Bill of Rights. No, the Senate 
passed a ‘‘patients’ bill of goods.’’ It 
was like playing charades, pulling on 
your ear and saying: It sounds like. 
Those who wrote it knew what they 
were doing. Republicans in the House 
of Representatives say it not only is 
not worth anything, it is a giant step 
backwards. The Republicans in the 
House who support the bipartisan Din-
gell-Norwood bill know what we ought 
to do, and this Senate has been unwill-
ing to do it. 

Minimum wage: We have people 
every day who are working their hearts 
out trying to take care of their fami-
lies at the bottom of the economic lad-
der. Somehow, while this Congress is in 
a rush to help those at the top of the 
income ladder with tax cuts, these 
folks who are working at the bottom of 
the economic ladder, trying to get 
ahead, are left behind. They deserve an 
increase in the minimum wage. They 
deserve to keep pace. It ought to be a 
priority in this Congress to say work 
matters and we value you. If you are 
struggling to work and take care of 
your families—good for you. We want 
to do something to make sure you keep 
pace with that minimum wage. 

Other issues include prescription 
drugs and Medicare. Of course we ought 
to add a prescription drug benefit to 
Medicare, but this Congress does not 
seem to want to get there. 

Helping family farmers: You can’t 
say you are pro family and not stand 
for family farmers. 

Education: We have not even passed 
the Elementary and Secondary Edu-
cation Act. 

We have a lot to do. There are big dif-
ferences between the political parties. 
That doesn’t mean one is good and one 
is bad. It simply means there are sig-
nificant policy choices the American 
people have an opportunity to make. 
We have been struggling mightily on 
these issues. We are a minority on my 
side of the aisle. The debate last night 
highlighted some of the differences. 
And America needs to make a choice. 
Which path do they want to choose? 
One with more risk that might upset 
this economy of ours and throw us 
back into the same deficit ditch we 
were in before, or one that is more cau-
tious, that says one of our priorities is 
to pay down the debt? Or will we 
choose a course that says we want to 
stand with the American people 
against the larger economic interests? 

It is not a myth that the economic 
interests are getting bigger and bigger. 
Open the paper today and see who 
merged today. Yesterday it was two big 
oil companies. Tomorrow it will be two 
big banks. Every day the economic en-
terprises are getting bigger. And what 
is happening is every day the American 
people are finding they have less power 

in dealing with them, they have less 
power in confronting the prescription 
drug prices because the pharmaceutical 
manufacturers decide what the prices 
are, and they tell the American people: 
Pay up. If you don’t like it, don’t buy 
it. And they will charge ten times more 
for a cancer drug in the United States 
than the same drug they sell in Can-
ada.

The American people need some help 
in confronting these concentrations of 
economic power. That is what we have 
been fighting for. My hope is that the 
next time someone says there is no dif-
ference in these campaigns, there is no 
difference between the two candidates 
for President, no difference between 
the Republican and Democrats, I hope 
they look at the record. There is a big 
difference. I hope they make a choice 
that says that difference matters in 
their lives, as well. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 

f 

AGRICULTURE, RURAL DEVELOP-
MENT, FOOD AND DRUG ADMIN-
ISTRATION, AND RELATED 
AGENCY PROGRAMS APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2001—CONFERENCE 
REPORT
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the Senate will now 
resume consideration of the conference 
report accompanying H.R. 4461, which 
the clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A conference report to accompany H.R. 
4461, an act making appropriations for Agri-
culture, Rural Development, the Food and 
Drug Administration, and related agency 
programs for fiscal year ending September 
30th, 2001, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Jersey. 

CAPITAL PUNISHMENT

Mr. TORRICELLI. Mr. President, for 
nearly 200 years from the founding of 
our Republic, capital punishment has 
loomed as the ultimate punishment for 
the violation of our laws. This reflected 
a belief that such a severe penalty 
would serve as a deterrent to those who 
might think they can take an innocent 
life or bring injury to our people. 

While this Nation has always be-
lieved that capital punishment is an 
appropriate penalty for those who com-
mit the most heinous of crimes, our 
criminal justice system has also been 
based on the premise that it is better— 
and it has been part of American lore 
to suggest that it is better that ten 
guilty men go free than an innocent 
man ever be put behind bars or lose his 
life.

This is all the more true when what 
is at stake is not just putting a person 

in prison—an act that could be rec-
tified or proven wrong—but the irre-
trievable taking of a human life. As 
long as there has been the American 
Republic, this has been a founding be-
lief: Taking of a life, if it can deter a 
crime, but protecting a mistake of jus-
tice.

Throughout our history, concerns 
have been raised about the fair applica-
tion of the death penalty for exactly 
this concern. 

Almost 30 years ago, the Supreme 
Court, in Furham v. Georgia, effec-
tively abolished the death penalty 
when it decided that death penalty 
statutes at the time did too little to 
ensure the equal application of the law. 
In doing so, the Court held that the 
death penalty, while itself not nec-
essarily unconstitutional, was often 
being applied in a manner that was 
both arbitrary and too severe for the 
crime committed. As such, it con-
stituted, as the death penalty was then 
applied, that it was a ‘‘cruel and un-
usual’’ punishment under the Constitu-
tion.

Just 4 years later, in 1976, the Court, 
in its Gregg decision, reinstated the 
death penalty when it ruled that the 
newly enacted statutes in Florida, 
Texas, and Georgia were constitu-
tional. By providing guidelines to as-
sist the judge and the jury in deciding 
whether to impose death, those stat-
utes addressed the arbitrariness that 
had previously colored capital sen-
tencing.

It was at this point in my life that I 
reached my own decision. I agreed with 
the Court in what had become the te-
nets of American history that the 
death penalty was fair and appropriate 
as a deterrent to crime; it was just 
when the application of the American 
Constitution, as the Court had held, 
where it was arbitrary, where there 
were not guidelines, where there was 
not a safety to protect the innocent or 
arbitrariness of penalty, it was uncon-
stitutional.

As the Court had found by 1976, I be-
lieved that with the right guidelines, a 
second jury, oversight, appeal, fair rep-
resentation, the death penalty was 
right and it was appropriate. 

In the nearly 25 years since I reached 
my own judgment, and indeed as our 
country reached its decision, 666 people 
have been executed across the Nation. 

I rise today to bring attention to the 
point that in those 25 years, more than 
80 people on death row have been found 
to be innocent and released. Some were 
hours, minutes, weeks away from their 
own execution. 

These were not reversals on technical 
grounds. For the people whose convic-
tions were overturned, after years of 
confinement, years on death row, it 
was discovered they simply were not 
guilty of a crime for which they had 
been convicted. 
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